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The Honorable Carol Cannody 
Acting Cliairwomaa 
Nationol Tponuportsticn Saf»ty Board 
49Q t'Enfant Plaza, East, S.W. 
WiishiiiKUiii, D.C. 20594 

ihe Honorable Chrlsiln^odd Whitman 
A'iniLi'lsbutor 
EnvironmenLal Protectiou Ageucy 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

The Honorable R. Davis Layne 
Acting AssisTnnt.jSecretary 
Occupaluonel SaVety acd Health Administration 
U.S. Dopartmant of Labor 
20n Cnnsiirution Avenue, N.W. 
Wttshingtcn, D.C. 20210 

Dear Ladles and Gentlemen; 
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Admiral James M. Ley 
Commandant 
U.S. Coast Guard 
2100 2'"'Street, S.W, #2212 
WwhingtonD.C ?.0S91 

TTio Honorabia Norman Minsta 
Secretary orTraiispOrtatlQn 
U.S. DepailiHcnt of TT«iiJ3pt:)PthciOu 
400 7"' Street. S.W. 
Washington, D,C. 205S0 
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As you know, on Saturday, July 14, there was a devasiaiiii;^ pA ĵlosicin at tta ATOFINA Chemical plant in 
Riverview, Michigan, which is locaied in my Congressional District. It is wirh a heavy heart that I report thaitliree 
constituents died in tills dreadful explosion. Additionally, more than 2,000 Downriver resldanis, Ihirn loui ucaity 
communities, had to be evacuated from their homeis. 

1 ,iTTi deeply concerned over the severity of this incident, and write you to request tlmt a comprehensive 
federal investigation be launched to determine the causes of this incidmL Tliis investigation should iticlude a 
ihoraujjli raviaw of all of ATOFINA's prweHjire.-i. Tt must be determined whether ATOFINA was in compliance 
wltli federal law prior to this incident, and whether ATOFINA's activiriet constitute a risk to its worken or die 
sunovrtjing ooaunuftitlea. 

Though thcMaLiuiiid Tiaasportation Safety Board ifl the lead Agency in this investigation, each nne of ynur 
agencies is responsible for certain issues pertaining to this investigation. Ix Is my fervent hope that you will work 
together to ensure that atUll and con^jrehenslve Invesil^Liun is completed. Additionally, I would lik» mi6»worE to 
the following questions, which 1 expect will also be properly and thoroughly addressed as you commence your 
investigation. 

1, T have learned that ATOFINA has a prior history of spills and leaks at the Kivervicw plan:. Previous to 
Saturday's accident involving methvl mercaptan, there was a spill in August 2000, involving ethylene 
oxide, a chemical which is BXtramely explosive, In May and October of 1999, there were two leaks of 
•thyl»n« oxide. Finally, in July nf I « 9 , sodium hypochlorite was released. I would appreciate you 
prcvidijJi me with an overview of ATOFINA's safety record. Has ATOFINA been in compliance vnth 
fodoral law poruxlnlng to tha tranaport gmd handling of toxic and flammable chemicals? Has ATOFINA 
been in compliance witli workplace safety standards? 
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2. What specific chemicals does the Riverview ATOFINA plant handle? What lisks do thissc chemicals 
pose to tht surrounding vjoramunities? Whot nre the health risks pcscd b> methyl mercaptan to the 
residents of the commuoiriM surrounding the Riverview plant? WTiat risks do these chemicals pose to 
the water supply*? 

3. It is my understaadiisg the Kivervlew ATOFINA plwu liaa bean in operation since 1898. b thi.-) facility 
safe given its age? Does the fact tluit ATOFINA operates out of a planr that is 103 years old play any 
role in tha explosion or any of the above mentioned previous leaks and spills? 

4. Rcpresentativtts from ATOFINA have Indicatttd tiie procedure they use fbr die toxic dieuiical, methyl 
mwrcaptaa, i.-! the same they have used for 30 years without iuoideat. Is that ao accurate statement? 
Could you describe this process and is it in compliancB with federal hiw? 

Thankyou for/cur cooperation axvi Hook forward to your timely response. Should you have any 
questions, please fed Ireo to call me or have y«ur etaff coniaet Iurti« Murtha at (202i 125'4071 

With every good wish. 

/ j o h n D . Dingei 
/ Mem ber of Congress 



1) Has Atofina been in compliance with federal law pertaining to the transport and handling of 
toxic and flammable chemicals? Has Atofina been in compliance with workplace safety 
standards? 

The U.S. EPA and the states have conducted 23 inspections over the last 5 years. Seven (7) of 
those inspections were conducted by the U.S. EPA, including a multi-media inspection in 1996. 
Sixteen (16) of these inspections were conducted by MDEQ. Inspections were conducted under 
different programs, seven (7) for air, four (4) for water and twelve (12) for RCR̂ A.. 

The facility is listed as being in non-compliance six(6) out of the last eight (8) quarters for Water, 
and one (1) out of the last eight (8) quarters for RCRA, however, none of the non-compliance is 
significant. 

There is oce fo: riirJ.eiTorcemeiit action that was issued by MDEQ in September 2000. I.i; is an 
administrative action and appears not to have a penalty. 

On August 10, 2001, U.S. EPA contacted Mr. Sandy Altschul, Director of the Wayne County 
Emergency Services in Michigan who stated that Atofina is included in the community plan for 
SARA Title III.. 

On August 10, 2001, U.S. EPA contacted Mr. John Brennan at the Michigan OSHA and he 
indicated that OSHA conducted an inspection after the accident at the facility and is under 
investigation. However, Mr. Brennan suggested EPA to review the Atofma's OSHA 
compliance history at OSHA's website. The information in the website indicates that an 
Accident- Inspection was conducted on July 14, 2001 by OSHA (see attachment 1). 

2) What specific chemicals does the Riverview Atofina plant handle? What risks do these 
chemicals pose to the surrounding communities? What are the health risks posed by methyl 
mercaptan to the residents of the communities surrounding the Riverview Plant? What risks do 
these chemicals pose to the water supply? 

The facility handles about seventy nine (79) different type of chemicals (see attachment 2) . Of 
those 79 chemicals, eight (8) of them are considered Extremely Hazardous Substances (EHS). 
Those eight are sulfuric acid solution, furan, hydrogen peroxide solution, propylene oxide, 
anhydrous ammonia, monoethylamine, diethylamine, and chlorine. Also, forty seven (47) of 
those seventy nine (79) chemicals are found in the Response Information Dada Sheets (RIDS) 
(see attachment 3). One of those forty seven (47) is methyl mercaptan (See attachment 4). 

3) Is the Atofma" s facility safe given its age of operation? Does the fact that Atofina operates 
out of a plant that is 103 years old play any role in the explosion or any of the above mentioned 
previous leaks and spills? 

The age of the facility was not a trigger factor in the accident. 

4) Is Atofina's procedure to use-methyl mercaptan accurate? Could you describe this process and 



is it in compliance with federal law? 

Atofina's procedure to use methyl mercaptan as stated in the RlvIP is limited to process 46 and to 
the outside handling of railroad tank cars (see attachment 5). As stated in the RMP, the facility 
handles as much as 1.000,000 pounds of methyl mercaptan and as much as 4,300,000 pounds of 
chlorine at anv one time. 


